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occasion, the Chief Justice alleged, that, as the Charter
had not appointed any officer to secure escheats and
forfeitures, he did not consider it to be the duty of the
Court to act as escheater for the Crown; and that,
therefore, he had declined giving any such orders. He
asked whether Sir Robert Chambers, after his public
concurrence, and his zeal to prosecute the effect of the
conviction, to its utmost consequence, could wish to be
defended by a denial of his approbation both of the
judgment and the execution ?
Sir Elijah had no recollection of any appeal;  but he
had reason to believe, that a petition delivered by the
prisoner, desiring to be respited, and recommended to
his Majesty's mercy, had been, after a long lapse of
time, confounded with an appeal.    If there had been
an appeal, it must remain on record, and be capable
of proof.    He quoted the clause of the Charter res-
pecting appeals; by which clause, the Supreme Court
had full and absolute power to allow or deny appeals.
He next quoted the clause relating to respites ;  by
this last clause, the Supreme Court were empowered
" to reprieve or suspend execution of sentence, in cases
where there shall appear a proper occasion for mercy;'?
but in such cases, they were demanded to transmit to
the Sovereign a state of the case, of the evidence, and of
their reasons for recommending the criminal to mercy.
Hereupon he argued, that neither the law nor the
Charter required the judges to assign reasons for
carrying the judgment into execution ; that it was only
in case of not executing it that they were bound to as-
sign their reasons. He maintained that there were no
reasons to b* assigned for respiting Nuncomar.
7Could it," said he, "have been stated as reason to his
Majesty, that Nuncomar had preferred aia accusation against
Mr. Hastings 1 Who was the accuser, and who the ac- ,
cused ? It was notorious to all India, that Nuucomar had
been the public accuser of Mohammed Reza Khan, without
effect, though supported by the power and influence of Go-
vernment. He had been convicted before the judges, of a
conspiracy to bring false accusations against another Mem-
ber of the Council. -Against whom was the accusation?
Not against Mr. Hastings, censured by this House; not
against Mr. Hastings, impeached by the House of Lords;